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manner described in information; claim that there was no evidence defendant
engaged in criminal conduct on dates alleged in information.

State v. Latour (Memorandum Decision) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 907
State v. Lebrick . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 221

Felony murder; home invasion; conspiracy to commit home invasion; burglary in
first degree; attempt to commit robbery in first degree; assault in first degree;
claim that former testimony of witness was inadmissible hearsay because it did
not fall within exception to hearsay rule set forth in § 8-6 (1) of Connecticut
Code of Evidence; claim that state failed to establish that witness was unavailable;
whether state demonstrated that it made good faith effort to locate witness; claim
that admission of witness’ former testimony violated defendant’s rights under
confrontation clause of sixth amendment to United States constitution; claim
that trial court improperly admitted testimony of firearm and tool mark expert
in violation of § 4-1 of Connecticut Code of Evidence because state failed to
establish relevancy of his testimony by providing sufficient evidentiary founda-
tion that photographs, report, and notes relied on by expert were associated with
crimes at issue in present case; claim that defendant’s right to confrontation
was implicated by admission of expert’s opinion testimony where expert’s opin-
ion was formulated in part on basis of his review of ballistic report prepared by
former employee of state’s forensic laboratory who was not available to testify
at trial.

State v. Lopez (Memorandum Decision) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 909
State v. Manousos . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 310

Arson in first degree; whether trial court improperly denied motions to suppress
statements defendant made to police and items police seized during investigatory
stop and patdown for weapons; claim that police lacked reasonable and articulable
suspicion that defendant was involved in criminal activity; claim that patdown
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of defendant for weapons was improper because totality of circumstances did
not support trial court’s finding that police reasonably believed that defendant
may have been armed and dangerous; whether propriety of investigatory stop
and subsequent patdown made it reasonable for police to enlarge scope of search
by seizing items defendant was carrying; whether trial court abused its discretion
by compelling defendant to disclose to state prior to trial substance of opinions
of expert witness; claim that court’s actions impaired defendant’s ability to
present defense and diluted right to assistance of counsel.

State v. Montana. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 261
Sexual assault in first degree; risk of injury to child; whether state presented suffi-

cient evidence to support conviction of sexual assault in first degree and risk of
injury to child; credibility of witnesses; whether trial court abused its discretion
in excluding third-party culpability evidence proffered by defendant.

State v. Mukhtaar . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 1
Murder; claim that trial court abused its discretion in denying motions to correct

illegal sentence and to allow expert witness to testify; claim that defendant’s
chronological age at time of crime was not representative of mental age; claim
that trial court should have applied rationale of Miller v. Alabama (567 U.S. 460)
and its progeny to adult defendant whose mental age, at time of crime, was not
substantially different from that of juvenile; whether trial court was required
under Miller necessarily and expressly to take defendant’s mental state into con-
sideration at sentencing where defendant was twenty years old at time of crime;
whether defendant set forth colorable claim for relief under Miller; whether trial
court lacked subject matter jurisdiction over motion to correct illegal sentence;
whether trial court properly denied motion to allow expert testimony.

State v. Outlaw. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 345
Assault of public safety personnel; plain error; whether defendant explicitly waived

claim that trial court failed to give detailed instruction concerning whether
correction officer was acting in performance of duties in alleged use of unneces-
sary or unreasonable force; whether defendant demonstrated that trial court
committed plain error by failing to instruct jury that unwarranted or excessive
force by correction officer was not within performance of officer’s duties.

State v. Pecor . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 864
Robbery in second degree; whether trial court improperly dismissed defendant’s

motion to correct illegal sentence for lack of subject matter jurisdiction; whether
there was relief that could be afforded to defendant; mootness; whether defendant’s
claims were barred by doctrine of res judicata; whether defendant’s claim that
he was deprived of his liberty unconstitutionally was of such import that it
should be heard on its merits; whether record was inadequate for this court to
review constitutional claims raised in defendant’s motion to correct illegal
sentence.

State v. Richard P.. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 676
Sexual assault in fourth degree; risk of injury to child; whether trial court properly

granted motion to dismiss charges following entry of nolle prosequi as to charges
after material child witnesses relocated with their mother to London, England,
and would not be returning to United States and were beyond reach of state’s
power to compel their attendance at trial; claim that minor children had ‘‘become
disabled’’ within meaning of statute (§ 54-56b); claim that § 54-56b should be
interpreted to apply in circumstances where material witness is ‘‘unavailable’’;
claim that statutory phrase ‘‘has . . . become disabled’’ should be interpreted to
include circumstances in which witness cannot be compelled to testify for reasons
that extend beyond physical or mental disability of witness; claim that term
‘‘disappeared’’ in § 54-56b should be defined to mean absence from jurisdiction.

State v. Robert S. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 831
Criminal violation of protective order; sufficiency of evidence; claim that evidence

was insufficient to prove that defendant intended to call home in which victim
resided in violation of protective order; unpreserved claim that trial court denied
defendant due process at sentencing by relying on unreliable information from
victim; claim that trial court improperly denied defendant opportunity to present
mitigating evidence at sentencing.

State v. Salmond. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 605
Murder; criminal possession of pistol or revolver; whether trial court abused its

discretion by allowing witness to make in-court identification of defendant;
whether trial court’s finding that state had proven reliability of in-court identifi-
cation by clear and convincing evidence was supported by record; whether any
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alleged evidentiary error as to in-court identification by witness was harmless;
reviewability of unpreserved claim that trial court should have granted request
to charge and charged jury that out-of-court identification procedure was not
substantive evidence of guilt due to its suggestiveness; whether trial court abused
its discretion in denying request for special credibility instruction regarding
testimony of witness; whether evidence supported finding that witness was
involved in murder so as to warrant accomplice instruction; claim that trial
court was required to give special credibility instruction with respect to testimony
of witness because witness was akin to jailhouse informant.

State v. Smith . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 734
Operating motor vehicle while under influence of intoxicating liquor or drugs; tam-

pering with witness; whether evidence was sufficient to support conviction of
operating motor vehicle while under influence of intoxicating liquor or drugs;
whether there was ample evidence to support finding that defendant operated
vehicle just prior to point in time that he encountered state police trooper; whether
trial court improperly admitted copy of Facebook message that defendant had
sent to witness to persuade her to take part in plan to show that he had not
operated motor vehicle; claim that state failed to properly authenticate evidence;
harmless error.

State v. Stanley (Memorandum Decision) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 901
State v. Stevenson (Memorandum Decision). . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 908
State v. Tucker. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 270

Probation; assault in third degree; claim that trial court erred in admitting 911
recording into evidence; claim that trial court erroneously found that defendant
violated probation; claim that trial court abused its discretion in imposing
sentence of three years incarceration; whether trial court properly overruled
objection to admission of 911 recording that was based on lack of foundation
for recording; whether trial court properly authenticated 911 recording; whether
defendant sustained burden of providing adequate record to review claim of
due process violation; whether admission of recording constituted plain error;
whether trial court properly found that defendant violated probation; whether
trial court abused its discretion in revoking defendant’s probation.

State v. Vivo (Memorandum Decision) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 906
Stratek Plastics, Ltd. v. Ibar . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 721

Foreclosure; attorney’s fees; claim that trial court erred in awarding attorney’s fees
pursuant to statute (§ 52-249 [a]) because it did not conduct hearing as to form
of judgment or limitation of time for redemption; whether court had authority
to award attorney’s fees under § 52-249 (a); whether certain proceeding before
trial court constituted hearing within meaning of § 52-249 (a) and satisfied
statute’s requirement that hearing be held as to form of judgment; whether defend-
ant waived claim that trial court erred in awarding attorney’s fees because, at
time of proceeding, plaintiff failed to present statement of fees requested and
description of services rendered.

Thomas v. Thomas (Memorandum Decision) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 907
Tirado v. Torrington. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 95

Allegedly improper tax assessment of plaintiff’s motor vehicle; subject matter juris-
diction; whether trial court properly dismissed plaintiff’s action for lack of subject
matter jurisdiction; whether trial court incorrectly determined that statute (§ 12-
119) governing applications for relief when property has been wrongfully assessed
applied to plaintiff’s claim; whether trial court correctly determined that statute
(§ 12-117a) governing appeals to Superior Court from municipal boards of
assessment appeals applied to plaintiff’s claim; whether plaintiff failed to exhaust
her available administrative remedies before appealing to Superior Court; claim
that plaintiff did not receive notice of defendant’s certificate of change and tax
assessment in time to challenge assessment.

Toland v. Toland. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 800
Dissolution of marriage; arbitration; whether trial court properly construed parties’

arbitration agreement as unrestricted with regard to alimony and property divi-
sion; whether trial court correctly declined to engage in more searching review
of alimony and property division issues where arbitration submission was
unrestricted; whether arbitration agreement expanded scope of judicial review
to include factual determinations; claim that arbitrator’s award violated public
policy and should have been vacated because arbitrator failed to properly apply
statutory (§§ 46b-81 and 46b-82) factors regarding how alimony is awarded and
property is divided; claim that trial court improperly failed to vacate arbitrator’s
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award pursuant to statute (§ 52-418 [a] [2]) due to evident partiality; claim
that arbitrator’s admonishments and warnings to plaintiff as to imposition of
sanctions demonstrated evident partiality; claim that evident partiality existed
because arbitrator failed to inquire into plaintiff’s ability to proceed with hearing;
claim that arbitrator’s award and denial of plaintiff’s request for recess amounted
to evidence of bias; claim that arbitration award was not mutual, final and
definite upon subject matter submitted within meaning of § 52-418 (a) (4)
because arbitrator failed to properly apply facts or consider all criteria within
§§ 46b-81 and 46b-82; reviewability of inadequately briefed claim that trial court
committed plain error by not vacating arbitration award; claim that arbitrator
improperly awarded defendant attorney’s fees pursuant to statute (§§ 46b-62 and
46b-82).

U.S. Bank National Assn. v. Christophersen . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 378
Foreclosure; standing; whether plaintiff had standing to commence foreclosure

action; whether plaintiff was holder of subject note and entitled to enforce it at
time action was commenced; claim that trial court denied defendant’s right to
due process and abused its discretion by relying on plaintiff’s affidavit of debt
in rendering modified judgment of strict foreclosure; whether court failed to
consider defendant’s concerns over amount of debt; claim that trial court abused
its discretion in denying motion for continuance; whether court erred in failing
to rule on request for judgment of foreclosure by sale; whether court improperly
concluded that it lacked authority pursuant to statute (§ 49-15 [b]) to modify
judgment; whether § 49-15 (a) (1) conferred authority on court to modify
judgment.

United Amusements & Vending Co. v. Sabia. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 555
Contracts; whether judgment on merits of breach of contract action was final judg-

ment for purposes of appeal, even though issue of contractual attorney’s fees
remained outstanding; reviewability of claim that trial court improperly failed
to find that contract was unenforceable based on defendant’s special defenses of
mistake and duress; reviewability of claim that trial court incorrectly awarded
damages based on unconscionable provisions of contract; whether trial court’s
determination of damages was clearly erroneous and not supported by record.

Valley National Bank v. Private Transerve, LLC . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 479
Foreclosure; breach of personal guarantees; claim that plaintiff bank did not have

standing; claim that genuine issue of material fact existed as to whether plaintiff
owned debt when action was commenced; unpreserved claim that action was
initiated under improper corporate name; whether defendants established that
certain evidentiary rulings at hearing in damages relied on clearly erroneous
factual findings or that trial court abused its discretion in granting plaintiff
permission to file amended complaint.

Victor C. v. Commissioner of Correction . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 706
Habeas corpus; whether habeas court properly denied petition for writ of habeas

corpus; whether habeas court properly determined that trial counsel’s decision
not to present certain testimony did not constitute deficient performance; claim
that habeas court improperly found that petitioner was not prejudiced by failure
of trial counsel to advise him fully of right to testify and by counsel’s having
dissuaded him from testifying; claim that habeas court improperly determined
that trial counsel did not render ineffective assistance by failing to consult expert
on child sexual abuse or to present expert testimony in that regard.

Walsh Fence, LLC v. Dolceaqua (Memorandum Decision) . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 904


